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WHAT CHRISTIAN SCIENCE REALLY 

TEACHES 

BY REV. RANDOLPH H. McKIM, D.D., LL.D., D.C.L. 



The May number of this Review contained an article in 
reply to mine on " Christianity and Christian Science," by 
the same author who last December defended the thesis 
that ' ' Protestantism must substantially adopt the faith and 
practice of Christian Science if its churches are to fulfil 
their mission in the world." 

What now has he to say in rejoinder to my demonstra- 
tion that the teaching of Christian Science is diametrically 
opposed to the articles of Faith accepted as fundamental 
by substantially all the Protestant Churches? He repeats 
his indictment of the Protestant Churches, charging them 
with desiccating the Gospel in its theologies, desecrating it 
in its materialism, and swathing it in cerements of dogmas. 

In fact, the foundation of his whole argument is the thesis 
that Protestantism is a failure. Should we grant this prop- 
osition, it would still have to be shown that the principles 
of Christian Science would redeem the failure, and how 
could this be possible if, in adopting those principles, 
Protestantism renounced its own vital principles of being, 
and thereby committed suicide? Nothing less than this is 
the conclusion established by my comparison of the two 
systems. 

But we deny that Protestantism is a failure. "We affirm 
that it has won splendid victories in the past four hundred 
years, and is winning marvelous victories to-day in both 
Pagan and Christian lands. 

Let us come now to close quarters with the argument. 

This writer denies that Christian Science has put forth 
another Bible of its own, for which it claims infallibility. 
Let us bring this denial to the proof. Observe that Mrs. 



138 THE NORTH AMERICAN REVIEW 

Eddy declares that the Bible is full of errors; it is made 
up largely of myths and fables. '' The material record of 
the Bible is no more important to our well-being than the 
history of Europe and America." Until made plain by 
Christian Science, it is of no more value than ' ' moonbeams 
to melt a river of ice." She proclaims that the Bible can 
only be understood when interpreted by her book, Science 
and Health. But this, in effect, makes this book and not the 
Bible our rule of faith and life. Just as the Church of 
Rome claims that Tradition must be accepted as the inter- 
preter of the Bible, and so exalts Tradition above the Bible, 
so Science and Health, being made the only authoritative 
interpreter of the Bible, is really exalted above the Bible. 
You find the Bible teaching certain things, and you think 
you ought, therefore, to believe them, but Mrs. Eddy tells 
you you cannot believe them till you ascertain whether her 
book confirms the interpretation you put upon them. This 
book of hers, she assures us, is the only book in the world 
in which truth is to be found without mixture of error — the 
only book which can separate the chaff from the wheat and 
guide us through the false and foolish statements found in 
the Bible. She calls the teaching of Science and Health 
" divine teachings " (Miscellanies, p. 302). She says it 
" registers revealed truth, uncontaminated with human hy- 
pothesis " (Science and Health, p. 441). 

If this book is all that she claims, what is it but another 
Bible? She puts it above the Bible, which she describes as 
full of error. For instance, " The second chapter of Gene- 
sis contains a statement of this material view of God and 
the universe, which is the exact opposite of scientific Truth " 
(Science and Health, p. 502). 

Again, " The second chapter of Genesis, wherein spirit 
is supposed to co-operate with matter in constructing man, 
must be based on some hypothesis of error " (Id. p. 503). 

Commenting on the statement that God formed man out 
of the dust on the ground, this woman dares to say: " Is 
it the Truth? Or is it a lie?" And answers: " It must be 
the latter." 

Thus does this deceiver make the Word of God of none 
effect. Let no man build his faith or his hope on anything 
he finds in the Bible, until he has the meaning certified by 
Mrs. Mary Baker Eddy! She alone can certify the check 
and make it good! It is vain to appeal to the Bible unless 
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you first put on the spectacles supplied you by this woman 
in her infallible book ! 

In denying that Christian Science has put forth a Bible 
of its own, this understudy of Mrs. Eddy lays himself open 
to the suspicion that he has not informed himself carefully 
of her teaching. He does not seem to know that she calls 
her book " God's Book," and " the Book of Books "—as 
truly authorized by Christ as the Bible: or that in her 
Retrospection and Introspection, she puts her book above 
the Bible, and in her Manual says, it is not " of human 
origin," " but God was its author," — " I was only a scribe 
echoing the harmonies of heaven." This priest of the 
Protestant Episcopal Church should inform himself better! 

One of the most serious counts in our indictment of 
Christian Science is that it handles the word of God deceit- 
fully. You will find it using the terms and the phrases of the 
Bible, but when you examine more closely you will find it 
emptying these terms and phrases of the meaning given 
them in the Bible, or else absolutely denying their truth. 
It talks of God as Creator, and presently we hear it denying 
the existence of matter, and declaring that God never made 
the material universe! It talks of the Holy Ghost and of 
His work as Comforter, and then teaches that Christian 
Science is the Holy Ghost — so that the promise Jesus made 
to His disciples was not fulfilled till the year 1866, when 
Mrs. Eddy received her revelation! 

It talks of the Virgin birth of Christ, and then bids us un- 
derstand that the Virgin gave birth, not to a child, but to an 
Idea ! It talks of the death of Christ — yet presently tells us 
that He did not really die — He only seemed to die ! It talks 
of the Eesurrection of Christ — yet gives us plainly to under- 
stand that He did not rise from the dead. It accepts the 
statement that we are reconciled to God by the death of his 
Son, but hastens to explain that it was only a seeming death. 
It talks about the Incarnation, but what it means by that is 
Christian Science. It interprets the sublime passage in 
Isaiah ix, " Unto us a Child is born, unto us a Son is 
given . . . and His name shall be called, Wonderful, Coun- 
sellor, the Mighty God, the Everlasting Father, the Prince 
of Peace," to mean, not the Virgin-born, incarnate Son 
of God, but this philosophical abortion called Christian 
Science! Could anything be more blasphemous? She even 
writes (as I pointed out before), " The Star of Bethlehem 
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is the Star of Boston " leading inquirers to the sacred spot 
where Mary Baker Eddy was to be seen ! 

Now this redoubtable champion of this latter-day cult 
challenges all my quotations from Mrs. Eddy's writings. 
They do not mean what I understand them to mean ! They 
do not mean what they say ! 

How unfortunate ! We are directed to Science and Health 
as the one and only Key to the Scriptures, as the infallible 
interpreter, as the one exponent of Truth that is free from 
error; and lo! it does not teach what it seems to teach, but 
something quite different! After all, we cannot find in it the 
pure Truth. 

The interpreter must be interpreted ! The infallible guide 
must be explained or corrected by some other tribunal! 
Even as the Pope's Infallible utterances must be subjected 
to analysis and interpretation before the good Roman 
Catholic can rely upon them, so the infallible key of the 
Scriptures must be put into the hands of some " science 
expert ' ' before it can be safely used ! 

We have at least the comfort that the oracle has spoken 
in the May number of The Noeth Amebican Review — so far 
we have guidance. And what do we learn by this inspired 
utterance? 

Well, we learn that we must not take the utterances of 
Science and Health in their natural sense. The fact that 
Mrs. Eddy declares that Jesus did not die and did not rise 
again must be considered in the light of the further fact 
that Mrs. Eddy elsewhere affirms the Resurrection and the 
Ascension. That is to say, this infallible teacher contradicts 
herself — or else she uses the words " death " and " resur- 
rection " in a sense not found in Holy Scripture. It is but 
an example of the way in which this crazy philosophy jug- 
gles with words. The writer in the Review even challenges 
my argument that Martha's statement, " By this time He 
stinketh," is an evidence of death! He next denies that 
Christian Science has a Creed, and finds in my phrase, ' ' the 
Creed of the System," a proof that I have not read Chris- 
tian Science literature. Now I plead guilty to the fact that 
I have not read carefully much Christian Science literature, 
except Science and Health — that I have read — with toil and 
pain and difficulty, for such another jumble of ill-digested 
and inconsistent and self-contradictory philosophical no- 
tions I do not believe exists in literature. But I call attention 
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to the fact that this writer, who declares that Christian 
Science has " no formal creed," presents us at the close of 
his article with a Christian Science Creed at least twice as 
long as the Apostles ' Creed ! O Consistency ! Observe, too, 
that the Apostles' Creed consists chiefly of brief historical 
statements, not of elaborate dogmas. Its articles are sim- 
plicity itself compared with the Creed of Christian Science 
given by my critic on p. 733 of the May number of the 
Review. He does not tell us wheu, where, and by whom this 
Creed was formulated. Apparently it is his own handiwork 
— his own statement of what Christian Science stands for. 
But, whoever wrote it, it is in many points contradicted by 
the teaching of Science and Health. 

He tells us on p. 725 that the adherents of this System 
" do accept every article of the Apostles' Creed." In refu- 
tation of this assertion, I refer the reader to my article in the 
March number of this Review, in which I have proved by the 
words of Mrs. Eddy herself that she denies every one of the 
Articles of the Apostles' Creed. I will not repeat the argu- 
ment, but will just point out one or two instances of the con- 
tradiction between the two systems: 

Our Creed says Jesus Christ was " crucified, dead and 
buried." Mrs. Eddy over and over declares that he was 
not dead. 

Our Creed declares He rose from the dead. Mrs. Eddy 
declares, on the contrary, that he did not rise from the dead. 

What kind of agreement is this? Here let me call atten- 
tion to the similarity of Christian Science to the Gnostic 
heresies of the second century. Compare, for example, its 
doctrine with the following account given by the historian of 
the Docetse: 

"As matter is in itself evil, the [pneumatic] Saviour had 
only an apparent body, or else at baptism descended into 
the psychical Messiah." Again: " The death on the Cross 
was either only an optical delusion, or the heavenly Christ 
had left the man Jesus and returned to the Pleroma. ' ' 1 

In like manner Mrs. Eddy tells us that Christ did not 
die on the Cross ; that His Resurrection was only a Resus- 
citation, and that after the " so-called Ascension " Jesus 
ceased to exist — Christ alone remained, and Christ was an 
invisible, impersonal idea. It is to this Docetic heresy that 
St. John alludes when he says: " Every Spirit that con- 
1 Kurtz, History of the Christian Church, p. 98. 
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fesseth that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh is of God: 
and every Spirit that confesseth not that Jesus Christ is 
come in the flesh is not of God: and this is that spirit of 
antichrist, whereof ye have heard that it should come " 
(I John iv., 2, 3). 

Again : ' ' Many deceivers are entered into the world, who 
confess not that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. This is 
a deceiver and an antichrist " (2 John, 7). 

Thus Mrs. Eddy had her prototype in the Gnostic Docetas 
of the first and second centuries, and St. John warns us 
that such teachers are deceivers and antichrist. 

Let me now point out that Christian Science is, in fact, a 
system of Pantheism. To it the world is God, and God is 
the world. Man is part of God. It is therefore consistent 
with itself when it denies that God is a Person. No, He 
(or rather it) is a Principle. " God," says Mrs. Eddy, 
" is not a person." God and nature are the same. God is 
identical with man. There is no such thing as matter. God 
never created matter ; so God is not the creator of the world. 
The world is not governed by a personal God, outside of 
nature, but by an eternal, impersonal Principle. But this 
is Pantheism pure and simple. 

Accordingly, Mrs. Eddy teaches that " Prayer to a Per- 
sonal God is a hindrance." How then can God be a Father 
if He has no personality! An incident related by President 
Faunce of Brown University shows the baneful influence of 
this system. A young man who had passed from Christian 
Science into Atheism was asked to describe the path he 
had traveled. He answered: " The Christian Science 
teacher began by persuading me that God is not personal, 
but is pure Principle. After some months, I accepted that. 
Then I said to myself: ' "What is a Principle? Does it have 
real existence ? Is it an entity or reality? I soon saw that a 
principle is an idea of my own mind, and when the Scientist 
dissolved my God into principle, I ceased to believe in any 
God whatever. I now believe in myself. ' ' ' 

I do not forget that Mrs. Eddy says that Pantheism is 
overthrown by her system, but what then is the meaning of 
her statement, " God is All in all," and "All in all is 
God "? My critic reminds me that she grants God may be 
personal " if the term personality means infinite personal- 
ity." But we remember that she constantly asserts that 
her revelation in 1866 was a "final revelation," and this was 
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given body in Science and Health in 1875. Now in that 
book she commits herself irrevocably to the doctrine that 
God is not a Person, declaring that it was the error of be- 
lieving in the personality of God that crucified Jesns. This 
error she considers the great fault of the Christian Church 
to-day. Hence we must appeal to her final revelation that 
God could not be a Person against her more recent state- 
ment that, after all, God is infinite personality. 

Our critic complains that I misrepresent the teaching of 
the great prophetess of Christian Science by tearing the 
passages quoted from their context. Now it is easy enough 
to make such an assertion, but let him show the reader how 
this violence is committed! Let him tell us what possible 
context could reverse the meaning of such statements as the 
following: " Miracles are impossible "; " Jesus restored 
Lazarus by the understanding that he had never died "; 
" His disciples believed Jesus dead while He was hidden in 
the sepulcher, whereas He was alive "; " Jesus as material 
manhood was not Christ " ; " Jesus suffered, but Christ 
never suffered. After the so-called Ascension Jesus disap- 
peared, he ceased to exist. Christ alone "remained "; " Man 
is incapable of sin "; " Is there no sin? The only reality of 
sin is that unrealities seem real." 

Answering the question, " Why did Jesus come to save 
sinners?" she says, " Jesus came to seek and to save them 
from this false belief. ' ' Or this : ' ' The disciples saw him 
after his crucifixion and learned that he had not died." Or 
this : ' ' No final judgment awaits mortals. ' ' 

All these are definite, positive statements independent of 
their context. Let the critic explain how any possible con- 
text could alter or reverse these assertions. 

This soi-disant prophetess tells us her book is the infalli- 
ble Key to the Scriptures. Then surely it ought to be in- 
telligible! But when we take its statements in the natural 
sense of the English language, we are told that is not the 
meaning. The true meaning is something entirely different 
— not discoverable by a plain man who takes words in their 
natural sense. I will not contradict her when she says that 
some of her utterances make as much sense read backwards 
as forwards. 

It is to be regretted that my critic should indulge in mis- 
representation, when he alleges that I " condemn as apos- 
tates " thousands of good people " because they do not 
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seem to believe in a Creed." What I did say was that 
" whoever leaves the Christian Church to attach himself to 
it [Christian Science] becomes an apostate from Christi- 
anity." And I stand by that statement. If I have proved 
that, taking Mrs. Eddy's teaching as the authorized teach- 
ing of Christian Science, it denies all those great historic 
facts which lie at the foundation of Christianity, then to ac- 
cept it is to abandon the Christian Religion. 

Nothing could better illustrate the inconsistency and ab- 
surdity of the system called Christian Science than the com- 
ments of this writer on pp. 730-732. When I show that Mrs. 
Eddy denies the Virgin birth of Jesus, he quotes in rebuttal 
a passage in which Mrs. Eddy says, " Had His origin and 
birth been wholly apart from mortal usage [the thing as- 
serted in the Creed] Jesus would not have been appreciable 
to mortal man as ' the Way '!" (The meaning of this I do 
not attempt to explain.) When I show that Christian 
Science denies the actual, literal death and resurrection of 
Jesus, he quotes a passage in which the death and resurrec- 
tion of Christ are affirmed in some unnatural, transcendental 
sense, quite apart from the sense in which the Bible and the 
Apostles' Creed set forth those facts. When I show that 
Mrs. Eddy declares miracles impossible, and affirms that 
" Jesus restored Lazarus by the understanding that he had 
Mover died, not by an admission that his body had died and 
then lived again," — what has this oracle to say? Why, he 
utters a cryptic sentence, the meaning of which appears to 
be that we are not to suppose that ' ' the falling away of the 
body extinguishes life." That is, a man's body may become 
a corpse and be resolved to dust — but his life is not extin- 
guished — he is not dead ! 

Before closing this paper I must direct attention to the 
blasphemous comparisons made between the inventor of 
this new cult and our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. She 
herself indulges in such comparisons, never to her own dis- 
advantage. She claims that the idea of God given through 
her is " higher, clearer, and more permanent than before," 
that is, than the one given through Jesus Christ. She en- 
courages the idea that she was the Mother of Mankind, and 
alters the Lord's Prayer, accordingly, thus, " Our Father — 
Mother God!" 

A recent writer calls attention to an utterance in the 
Christian Science Journal in 1899 (owned by her) in which 
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the claim was distinctly made, " without rebuke from her, 
that Mrs. Eddy was the equal of Jesus." The same writer 
tells of an illustrated book called Christ and Christmas, pub- 
lished by her in 1894, in which one picture represents Christ 
with a halo round his head, raising the dead, and another 
represents a woman with a halo round her head, raising the 
sick from a bed. She had identified herself with " the 
woman clothed with the Sun " in the book of Revelation, 
and put herself forward as the type of God's Motherhood. 
We are thus face to face with a new form of Mariolatry. 
Witness the following utterance in the Christian Science 
Sentinel, reporting Mrs. Eddy's address in 1899: 

" It was not then Mrs. Eddy whom the people heard, 
but . . . the voice of God." Another of her worshipers, 
the President of the National Christian Science Association, 
writes: " There is but one Moses, one Jesus; and there is 
but one Mary." 

In conclusion, I desire to say with emphasis that I bring 
no railing accusation against Christian Scientists. On the 
contrary, I recognize the purity of intention which animates 
them as a body, and the good which many of them have 
done. 

This, I believe, is in spite of the erroneous system they 
have accepted, not because of it. My aim has been to show 
that Christian Science, as set forth in Science and Health, is 
absolutely contradictory of historic Christianity — that the 
two systems are fundamentally opposed — and that no one 
can intelligently accept Christian Science without repudi- 
ating Christianity. I say intelligently, because I believe 
thousands have become members of this new cult without 
understanding its real teaching. They think it is a new and 
improved interpretation of Christianity, whereas, in fact, it 
is a complete perversion and rejection of every fundamental 
fact of the Christian Religion. 

To such I would make an earnest appeal to re-examine the 
subject in the light of the explanation I have made in my 
two articles of what Mrs. Eddy really teaches, and to re- 
consider their position. Is it not a perilous thing to attach 
oneself to a cult which denies the death and resurrection of 
Christ? which rejects His atonement for sin? which denies 
that sin has any reality? which forbids prayer to a Per- 
sonal God? which reduces prayer to nothing more than the 
declaration of a principle, including no definite petition? 
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Can a Christian man give his adherence to a religion 
which practically eliminates the two Sacraments instituted 
by our Lord Jesus Christ? 

You will look in vain for any baptismal font in a Christian 
Science Church. And the Lord's Supper is dismissed by 
Mrs. Eddy asa" dead rite," [Science and Health (1888) 
p. 504], though the Mother Church in Boston does have about 
once a year what they call " a Silent Communion," but 
without the elements of bread and wine. 

And, finally, can any man who worships Jesus Christ as 
his Saviour and his God be content to remain in association 
with a cult which puts Mrs. Eddy on a throne side by side 
with Jesus Christ — a woman with such a history as hers — 
an adventuress who stole from Dr. Quimby the systems 
which for years she acknowledged she learned from him, but 
afterwards claimed as a special revelation to herself — the 
founder of a religion which she cleverly manipulated for her 
own financial advantage, leaving behind her a fortune of 
nearly two millions of dollars, accumulated by the practice 
of her cult and the sale for an exorbitant price of her book — 
her new Bible? 

Randolph H. McKim. 



